APPENDIX A. Public Hearing

Marshall Creek WMA Acquisition Proposal--Public Hearing held at Seeley Lake Community
Center; August 12, 2010 at 7 p.m.
27 persons in attendance

Question//Answer Period
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Interest in ATV system

Interest in forest management

Interest in maintaining snowmobiling

What about the Conservation Easement alternative?

Open more roads to see the property

Does forest road income go back to the management?

Can you manage the land to pay for itself?

How do you pay for maintenance?

Is the State Land Recreational Use Permit/License required?

Want to be able o walk roads--not so much obliteration.

Roads make a fire line, too.

What about trail grant program? Would like to ride ATVs on a trail sysiem rather than
just roads.

Marshall Creek Hearing Testimony

>

Y Vv ¥V VY

Ken Kronsperger. Absolute certainty to purchase--without it Seeley would not exist in
the winter--premier snowmaobifing.
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Need io be able to get people to see the property so they can appreciate it.
Don’t close roads just to close them.
I'm 70 and can't walk it anymore.

Should be for everyone.

Diane Braach. Second it.

Carol Morvilius. Second it.

Linda Heyden. [ agree with all; I'm glad; keep the roads open--good for game.

Chris Koppenhaver. Managing for public access should be equal to wildlife.

0

More in favor of Alternative C , and work with DNRC to own it--It would give you
what at lower cost.



> Mel Powers. | agree with Ken. | hear that 37 miles will be open to ATVs and 200 will be
closed. I'min my 70s, too. My interest is in recreation.

o Alarge number of the audience was ATV numbers.
o Will we close access to fishing? No.
o My main interest is open access fo this beautiful area.
> Dave Sharbono (Seeley —Swan ATV group). There are studies being done in this area
and we want to be informed quarterly, and we want to rebut them. Sometimes there are

wrong studies, and we need to be informed and need a comment period before any
studies.

o Support the purchase wholeheartedly.

o ATV users were not mentioned as a user in the EA {certain page), and we want
to be recognized.

o This is getting to be known as a great area for dirt riding and will be good for the
economy.

o We have a lot of weed work to do, and ATV groups would be willing to help.



Appendix B. Comments on Marshall Creek WMA Acquisition EA received by FWP by the comment deadline.

Com- Para-
menter graph
# # Comment

1 1 strongly support Montana Fish, Wildlife & Parks (FWP) proposal to acquire a 24,170-acre Wildlife Management Area
called the Marshall Creek Wildlife Management area, northwest of Sesley Lake, in Missoula County.

2 We strongly support the acquisition of this important real estate as a WMA.

3 1 I am strongly in favor of the acquisition of this Plum property by FWP,.

2 This is the kind of planning for the future of our local environment that will improve the quality of life not only for wildlife
but for citizens.

4 We wholeheartedly support the acquisition of the Marshall Creek area as a Wildlife Management Area.

5 | strongly support the acquisition of the Marshall Creek Wildlife Management Area. -

6 | strongly support the acquisition of 24,000 acres of habitat for the purpose of ¢reating the Marshall WMA. Mentana's
twnting opportunities are shrinking and this would help reverse that trend.

7 1 | support the purchase of crifical fish and wildlife habitat for Wildlite Management Area northwest of Seeley Lake that
totals 24,170 acres. | assume the purchase would be made through hunting and fishing license fees and other permits
sold by FWP.

2 Thank you for the opportunity to vote for the Marshall Creek WMA.
3 See page B-5
9 1 | support FWP in their efforts to acquire the "Marshall Biock" of Plum Creek Timberlands northeast of Sesley Lake and

offer these comments.

2 My main concern is that FWP managers allow people to share the habitat with the other wild critters. The presence of
people can help keep animals such as grizzly "wild" and fearful of humans.

3 Land Use. Timber management can be compatible and advantageous to wildlife management. Allow wood fiber to
continue to be used. Why doesn't FWP assume the lease for the microwave tower and gain revenue for future use of
this land?

4 Chain of Ownership. This land has long been a subject related to environmental issues. The area was once
checkerboard ownership with National Forest lands since acquired by Northern Pacific Railroad with the land grant. A
land exchange with the Forest Service traded lands withing the present day Bob Marshall Wilderness enabled
ownership of these lands fo blocked up. It's a bit ironic that the area will come full circle back to having public
management as the predominant activity.

5 Landform and Drainage. lis interesfing how some of the streams appear, disappear, and reappear. When Bud Moore
was cruising timber for the land exchange he marveled how a stream would be running water when he crossed it and
the same sfream be dry when he returned on the next transect.

6 Public Access and Use. Please keep the existing road access for the public.

7 Please consider additional recreation opportunities for the area: e.g.,

8 Hiking:

9 s Re-establish and maintain the old trail connecting Marshali Lake and Lake Dinah.

10 = Maintain some of the logging roads north of Marshall Lake as a hiking loop. See attached map for one suggestion.

11 e Mainfain the Mt. Henry Trail.

12 ATV Use: Consider making a few of the old roads available as trail loops for ATVS. Loop routes have been shown to
reduce environmental effects created when ATVs run into dead-end situations. ATV's seldom will leave the tratl on a
loop with decent distance to it. Any added ATV opportunities off the existing open roads should be limited to those less
than 50 inches wide use during mid-summer season. Two suggested ATV opportunifies are:

13 s Marshall Lake to Mi. Henry Road. This route is now a designated snowmobile route.

14 e From Rd 8973 in Sec 26 toward West Fork and back down in the vicinity of Marshall Lake.

15 MARSHALL LAKE. Formalize a restriction on the type of use on Marshall Lake to prevent use of jet ski, high powered
motorboats, etc. Electric or trolling mofors should be the maximum allowed. Perhaps a non-wake restriction would
work. I've used canoes and rowboats on the lake for years. Consideration could be given to reopening access to the
western end where the old BN summer home lease used to be. Do not publicize the lake; keep it as a self discovery
epporiunity; e.g., no signs on Hiway 83, campground emblems on maps, stc.

16  WEST FORK CLEARWATER. Retain this portion of the area in a near-natural condition, simitar to the adjacent
National Forest lands.
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17

GROUP USE. The proposal is to require permits for groups larger than 15. Other than snowmaobiling, it's hard fo
imagine how groups larger than 15 would be compatible without causing adverse effects. ATVs and other wheeled
vehicle would create too much of a disturbance if allowed at any single event. Small groups of ATV's can pass by with
little effect. Snowmobile groups larger than 15 have occurred regularly for many years. Imposing a permit seems to be
an unnecessary burden on both parties.

18

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on management of this important community resource

See page B-7 for accompanying map

10

I'would like to voice my support in the acquistion of the Marshall Creek area for FWP as long as current activity
(recreation) access levels are maintained as they are now.

11

This requests the approval of the Montana Fish, Wildlife & Parks (FWP) public purchase of 24,170 acres of important
fish and wildlife habitat in the Marshall Creek drainage, near Seeley Lake.

As a 5 year resident of Seeley Lake and a supporter of the states carefully planned envirconmental and conservation
efforts , | highly recommend the purchase of this land for recreational use with carefui overview of the habitat.

The local support of this project and the dedication of the current and fufure generations of Seeley Lake area residents
will ensure the quality of life for this environment and the careful stewardship of the land and lifestyle we all have
dedicated ourselves to maintain.

The economic impact to the state and the area through increased tourism oppaortunity can only be positive,

12

| will start by saying | think it is or will be a goocd purchase by the FWP. My concerns are that the public access will be
threatened. Once the land becomes a government entity and with all the endangered and threatened animals and
habitat in the area, one may expect "groups" to bring lawsuits to shut out driving traffic, snowmobiles, and ATVs, and
with a certain judge in Missoula can often change quickly.

{ would like the final Draft to ensure permanent public access for driving at least the existing open roads at present and
permanent snowmobile use as it is presently. In addition, ensuring huniing and fishing in the area not be changed
beyond normal regs; in other words, leave it as part of District 285 and not a special area.

13

| am writing this letter in support of the Marshall Creek Wildlife Management Area Acquisition as presented at the
Seeley Lake Community Hall on Aug. 12, 2010.

| am in favor of the proposal in hopes of maintaining and improving this important area resource far wildlife habitat,
aquatic and recreational uses.

14

| am in support of the proposal prasented at Seeley Lake Community Hall on Aug. 12, 2010. This a wonderful area for
all uses in all seasons and will be great for the Seeley Lake community.

15

| strongly support the purchase of the Marshall Creek Wildlife Management Area by the FWP.

M=

I support your plan for management.

16

See page B-8

17

We are responding with our opinions and concerns about the acquisition of the Marshall Creek area by the ﬁsh.
Wildlife & Parks. We strongly support this purchase. It is important that this land remain accessible to the public for
recreational purposes.

Wae have some concerns, however. Nowhere in the proposal is there any mention of access to the area ATVs. Thisis
a perfect area for ATV use. We would like to see ATV use equal to what is now available to snowmobiles. For
example, trails 10,18, 43, and 19 open to pravide a loop around Marshall Lake, and on to cther areas.

There seems to be a negative attitude toward motorized use in forested areas everywhere. There is no real foundation
for those aititudes. In fact, snowmobilers and ATV riders are good stewards of the land. As is any sport there are a few
roegues who exhibit poor behavior, but let us not condemn everyone for the actions of a very few.

Please keep the public informed as to the progress of this acquisition.

18

We support the Marshall Crk Wildlife area acquistion and we support this purchase in order to maintain and expand the
recreational uses of the area including access by ATV and Ohv riders.

19

See page B-9

20

| support and encourage the purchase of the proposed MCWMA, as long as future land use is consistent with current
usage.

Year round public use is important especially for snowmobiling, with mare limitations occurring up and down the Sesley-
Swan valley. The area typically receives adequate snow for a long riding season. | would not support further
restrictions limiting the length of time open to snowmobiling.

| do not support any increased access by ATVs. Currently there is a large amount of "around the gate" usage.

[ also support the enforcement of the 14-day camping limit. (Last winter 2009/2010, a tent was put up and left up and
used frequently for a least two months.}

B-2



Com- Para-
menter graph
# # Comment

5 | would hope that weed management would be a priority. |t certainly was not with Plum Creek. The Blackfoot-
Clearwater WMA is not a very good example for FWP's weed management strategy.
6 I am concerned with the funds coming from so many different sources. What happens if a funding source decides they

would prefer the management go in a different direction? Regarding snowmaobiling for example.

7 1 also support not allowing commaercial outfitting.
8 | believe this land acquisition--MCWMA--will be good for the valley and the greater area.
21 1 | support the pruchase as long as the hunting and snowmobiling continure as they are.
2 No change for snowmobilmver in writing.
22 See page B-11
23 | hearti@ endorse the Marshall Creek WMA [and acquisition. | also agree with the basic philosophy of managing the

property about how it is currently, with hunting, timber harvest, efc. allowed. My family has hunted and hiked in this
area for 3 or 4 generations. [ always thought it was public land, actually until a couple of years ago. 1 would hate to see
it developed and locked up.

24 After reading the draft Environmental Assessment for the Marshall Creek Wildlife Management Area acquisition, | give
my endorsement. The proposed wildlife management area would decrease erosion, protect eritical wildlife habitat,
manage area resources, and keep public access for hunting, fishing and motorized vehicles. The area has a history of
timber harvest and | would like to see the area managed for local jobs, while praserving the character of the land. The
migration corridors preserved would allow genstic flow between the Bob Marshall and Mission wildernesses. The
proposed Marshall Creek Wildlife Management Area would preserve fisheries, wildlife habitat and critical immigration
corridors and will keep the area open to Montana recreators indefinitely. The proposal is a great opportunity for
Montanans and people who visit our state.

25 | think that FWP should buy the land. Because then it will be open to public so we can fish, hike, hunt and camp. Also
Marshall Creek region will be food for the public.
26 | feel that: acquiring this land and keeping it available for public use will help protect Montana's fraditions and past-

times. Montanans have a long running tradition of fishing, hunting, camping, and camping. With fewer and fewer
places to do this, | think any opportunity to expand public land should be taken advantage of.

27 This will be a great asset to the wild things and public alike. | support this action.
28 1 As a full-year member of the Seeley community, | would support the purchase of the Marshall Creek Wildlife area
acquisition.
2 As a Board member of the Sesley Driftriders, | appraciate that access would remain the same.

3 As a member of the Seeley Swan ATV club, 1 would like to see some wording regarding keeping and maintaining the
recreational uses in the area including ATV during summer months also, as mentioned at the August 12 meeting.

4 | appreciate the opportunity to comment and look forward to further communication.
29 See page B-12
30 We are in favor of the proposed acguisition of the 24,170 acre wildlife management area northwest of Seeley Lake in

Missoula County. My wife and | attended the FWP public hearing in Seeley Lake on Aug. 12, 2010 at the Seeley Lake
Community Center where we learned more about this area that we are familiar with. | was able to express my concern
regarding access {o streams and lakes. | am a senior in my early seventies, my wife is a senior in her sixties. We are

active members of the Seeley Swan ATV Club in Seeley Lake and rely on our ATVs to access the lakes and streams in
the Clearwater Drainage. | would really like tc see more roads opened and more fish in the streams and lakes so that

more interested citizens can enjoy and utilize all that this 24,170 acres wildlife area has to offer.

31 See page B-13

32 1 EA, Section 1.2 (5™ bullet) Objectives of Proposed Action {pg 4): There is no mention of ATV or OHV (hereafter, ATV)
use in the recreational activities for which "managed public access to the property” would be provided.

2 EA, Section 3.1 (3" para) Land Use (pg 11): No mention of ATV use in the “predominant recreational activities.” ATV
use is currently occurring in the area {at least on open roads). Although this section refers to what PCTC has allowed
in the past, he notes that ATV use on all roads was allowed by the previous owner, Champion International.

3 EA, Section 3.1 (3" para) Land Use (pg 11): He notes that the reference to “section 3.6 for additional information . . ."
should probably reference section 3.5.
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4 EA, Figure 2 (pg 12) Map of existing roads. He notes there are miles of roads shown on the map that won't be open to
motorized use. FWP needs to designate at least some sidse-roads as open only to ATV use {(and motorcycle use; i.e.,
not open to standard-sized motor vehicles); but instead there are miles of roads proposed to be decommissioned.
Instead of being decommissicned, some roads could bs left open for ATV use by installing a 50-52 inch barrier (that
would keep out vehicles that are larger than ATVs). He believes ATV use of at least some of those roads wouldn’t be
harmful to flora and fauna.

5 EA, Section 3.5 Aesihetics and Recreational Opportunities (pg 24): Again, this section mentions everything but ATV
use. Again, former owner Champion used to allow enlarged use; he came to the Seeley Lake area in 1984, and at that
time people could drive ATVs (or any motorized vehicle) anywhere on Champion's road system.

6 Attachment A, WMA Draft Management Plan, Introduction (pg A-1), Goals: The 2 goal would "Provide perpetual
access to lands with high and diverse public recreation values." But in the Land Use subsection in the Vegetation
section (V: pg A-3), ATV use is not amongst the recreational uses mentioned. He's concerned that ATV use is not
being recognized as a recreational use of the WMA,

7 Overall Comments

8 1. He does wholeheartedly support the project.

9 2. Thers are no designated ATV trails in the Seeley Lake area or vicinity {or in the Swan); you have fo fravel ~50 miles
distant to reach an ATV trail area (Missoula, Plains, etc.). There are open roads in the Seeley area, but they have to
share them with full-sized vehiclas.

10 3. He's a member of the local Seeley Swan ATV Club {was on the original bylaw commiitee, and he is the upcoming
membership chairman). The group has been working cooperatively [didn't get the agency name] on an ATV area
project near Beaver Lake. Another possibility on some DNRC land [didn’t get the location].

11 4. ATV Club members spend money on permits/registration for their ATVS, and they would like to see some of that
permit money [through FWP’s OHY Grant Program?] used on developing ATV trails closer to the Seeley Lake area.

12 5. In return for more ATV use opportunity--and to help defray the costs, concerns, etc. of providing such access--the
ATV Club would be happy to partner with FWP by helping {providing work parties, labor) with such development/
maintenance activities as trail maintenance to FWP specs, erecting barriers, posting signage, weed control, etc.

i3 6. He believes that horses do more or as much damage on trails as do ATVs. Therefore, ATV use could be allowed
anywhere--or at least some of the places--that horse use is allowed, from a resource damage perspective. ATVS could
be used without any real impact to environment.

14 7. Snowmobile use would be allowed anywhere [on the WMA] with no restrictions to specific trails or areas. This is not
fair, in that it is opposite the opportunity that would be open to ATVS—in that, apparently no roads wouid be open only to
ATV users.
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BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS
200 W BROADWAY ST
MISSOULA MT 59802-4292

PHONE: {406) 258-4877

BCC 2010-194 FAX: {406) 721-4043

August 31, 2010

Mr. Mack Long

Supervisor, Region Two
Montana Fish, Wildlife and Parks
3201 Spurgin Road

Missouta, Montana 59804

Dear Mack:

The Missoula County Board of Commissioners supports the acquisition of former Plum Creek
Timber land in the Clearwater River drainage by Montana Fish Wildlife & Parks (FWP) as part of
the Montana Legacy Project. We believe the Legacy Project, an ambitious forest conservation
effort by The Nature Conservancy (TNC) and The Trust for Public Land (TPL), represents a
benefit to Missoula County residents.

As Plum Creek Timber Company continues its move toward divestment of portions of its land
base in the region, the Missoula Board of County Commissioners grows increasingly concerned
about the impact of ownership fragmentation on County services, rural communities and
conservation of natural resources in the County. Missoula County has closely monitored the
Legacy Project since its announcement in June of 2008.

Our support of this acquisition is accompanied by two concerns:

1. Missoula County recognizes that land management at this scale is new fo FWP Region
Two. We are concerned that additional and perpetual funding will be required to
manage this and other acquisitions by FWP. [t would be extremely helpful if a source of
funding was identified prior to purchase, to help ensure the long-term health of the
timber, water and wildlife resources in the Marshall Block.

2. As we requested in our earlier comments about this acquisition, we believe it is
important that FWP follow the model of the Montana Department of Natural Resources
and Conservation. They adopted policies that _follow all County planning and
implementation resolutions and documents on W,%dv%]%d land, including zoning and
subdivision regulations. These are the same regulations that DNRC and Plum Creek
would follow if they were to have retained or acquired the Marshall Block.

We strongly support FWP's proposed management plan for this area and appreciate that the
proposal emphasizes the conservation of critical wildlife and fisheries habitat, as well as
continued recreational public use and timber management. The land within this proposed
Wildlife Management Area has been identified as one of the highest statewide native fisheries
and wildlife conservation priorities in the Montana Comprehensive Fish and Wildlife
Conservation Strategy in 2005. The draft Seeley Lake Land Use Plan also recognizes this area,
among others, as highest priority for conservation.

Mack Long — Marshall Block — 8/31/2010

8
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The Marshall Block is also highly valued as recreational hunting, fishing and hiking land by
Montanans and visitors from other states. During winter, it is one of the most important
snowmobiling destinations in the country, supporting more than 1,000 snowmobile user-days
per week.during peak times. Additionally, the existing high quality forest management
infrastructure, and the property's proximity to Pyramid Mountain Lumber in Seeley Lake, wil
allow FWP to actively manage forested habitats to maintain and improve wildlife and fish habitat
and long-term forest health. Keeping this land open for continued public enjoyment, and as
timber management through Fish, Wildlife and Parks ownership, is anaother benefit to Missoula
County’s quality of life and economic health.

The short-term financial implications for Missoula County of this proposed acquisition are
negligible. FWP is required by Montana Statute (87-1-603, MCA) to pay property taxes on its
acquisitions; for this land an amount of approximately $18,720. In the longer-term, residential
development of remote backcountry land like the Marshall Creek area would cost the County
taxpayers far more than the revenue generated by additional property taxes. Such development
generally results in increasing County costs for services such as emergency protection, fire
protection and road upgrades for remote homeowners.

Thank you for your efforts to work with Missoula County on good management of our area's
resources. We support this acquisition and will be grateful for the benefits to Missoula County's
residents, visitors, and economic well-being, as well as to the area's wildlife and abundant
natural resources.

Sincerely,
BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS

RV =

Michele Landquist, Chair

NOT AVAILABLE FOR SIGNATURE

Bill Carey, Commissioner

Qéwﬂmf@y

Curtlss Commissioner

BCClppr

cc: Pat O'Herren, Rural Initiatives
Sarah Richey, Rural Initiatives
The Nature Conservancy
The Trust for Public Land

Mack Long — Marshall Block - 8/31/2010
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Wildﬁfe M’anagem ent Area Land Acquisition--Marshall Creek WMA EA 1 6
PUBLIC COMMENT

---------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------

---------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------

Name S FE 2= J F'}./ — S 2/ 54) AT[-/ C{Mﬁ
Address (Street/ P.O. Box) )D O BO d ?5-5_—
Town, State ZIP 55;2/’»_———-/ ,Z\/? KEL /% 7 f yg éy

PrES . 53/ -2/52"° ‘raciene@blactfost. net
Phone \/P”E.S. 467 7-6200 Email address _ S ke g/ers @ vadon O x5m

SEC, 477 7HE NNAdImprt @ ¢ me il Cony
Affiliation

Please submit you comments, arguments, and/or endorsements in the following space. Attach
additional information to this form if you wish. Thank you for your interest in this project.

W THE gpmbERS OF THE SERIE /. —Su) A ATV 48
S’fffb"ﬂ)@A/V S PPORT THE AlOU /s Trom/ JF 7HE
JNRSHALL CREEN wWILANEIFE fZEA By FIOP,

WE- UMDERSTANN 7 ENSTHE TRAILS ogddr
ARE. CURRENTLY pREA) 11t bt HOT 12E JrpsED.

JAE I/EQ. CIE UL L < '7"2"' SELE ALy THAML S
CURRENT L OREA N TO 54/&:0%8?:!5/1&3 Ol EN
70 A7 Vs TiEse TRAIUS BEWC, AS PER EXISTac
SO MOBILE. MAP, TRALS T 0, #/7, #4545,
WE RECDMENN A CoNmuoiry //r//‘z*)ﬁmf%ﬂm/
BOMMITTEE 7 RECEI/E AU GIVE WEnRNA 7ead).
THAVK o/ pu FOR. YOUR. IO TEREST M OUR
COMNELTS -

*FWP must receive comments no later than 5§ p.m. on August 31, 2010
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August 30,2010

MT FWP Region 2

Attn: Marshall Crk, WMA EA
3201 Spurgin Rd.

Missoula, MT 59804

To whom it may concern:

Please accept the following comment on behalf of the 23 affiliated Rod and Gun Clubs and over
7,500 members of the Montana Wildlife Federation (MWF) regarding the Marshall Creek WMA
Acquisition. MWF has long supported both the judicious acquisition of critical habitats and
migration corridors to ensure future viability of all species of wildlife as well as preserving the
opportunity to access these important areas during biologically appropriate times. Overall, MWF
firmly believes that the Montana Legacy Project helps maintain both biodiversity and public
access to lands that would otherwise be lost. The Legacy Project helps ensure that Montana
conserves critical habitats and ensures our wildlife and wildland heritage continues in to this new
cenfury.

The Montana Wildlife Federation wishes to go on record as fully supporting the proposed
alternative A, the purchase of the 24,000 acre Plum Creek Timber Company property in the
upper Clearwater drainage northwest of Seeley Lake, Montana. This property is currently highly
valuable fish and wildlife habitat as identified in Montana Fish Wildlife and Park’s (FWP)
Comprehensive Fish & Wildlife Conservation Strategy. However, because of its proximity to
Seeley Lake, there is a high likelihood that the important wildlife values of this area could be
diminished significantly. As noted in the EA, this land could become subdivided for
development as Plum Creek liquidates some of its major landholdings in western Montana. By
having FWP acquire this property and managing it as a Wildlife Management Area, FWP will
help ensure that this area will remain productive wildlife habitat and provide continued fishing
and hunting opportunities for the general public.

There are several important reasons why this specific area should be acquired by FWP. Not only
does it provide valuable hunting and fishing recreation, but it is also very important habitat for
Threatened, Endangered and Sensitive species. It provides an important linkage area for wildlife
between the Mission Mountains Wilderness and the Bob Marshall Complex such as lynx,
wolves, grizzly bears, deer, elk and other species. With over 25 miles of spawning tributaries,
this acquisition is also critically important habitat for bull trout, westslope cutthroat trout.
Maintaining these streams is critical for conservation efforts already underway.

In addition to providing important habitat, this project would help further ongoing conservation
efforts in the upper Blackfoot Valley. It continues to demonstrate the importance of diverse
groups working together to provide ecologically functioning landscapes and add significantly to
the conservation partnership that has been operating in the Blackfoot watershed for years. This
model of cooperative conservation continues to show remarkable success in the face of growing
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political polarization and partisan animosity and helps serve as a method to develop community
tolerance towards not only wildlife, but the people who live, work and play in these landscapes.

We thank you for the opportunity to comment on your proposal and look forward to the potential
establishment of the Marshall Creek WMA.,

Sincerely,

Skip Kowalski

Chair

Wildlife and Wildlife Habitat Committee
skipnmar{@bitterroot.com

(406) 458-0227



August 12, 2010

Montana Fish Wildlife and Parks
Region 2 -~ Missoula

3201 Spurgin Rd

Missoula, MT 59804

To Whom it Concerns:

The Seeley Lake Community Council would like to add our support for the
acquisition of the proposed Marshall Creek WMA. We also applaud the effort that
went into the environmental assessment.

The residents and visitors in the community of Seeley Lake have used the area
extensively and are certainly appreciative of the effort to maintain public access for
recreational purposes. We understand that tax revenue will not change and that
recreational activities such as fishing, hunting, snowmobiling, hiking, etc. are
supported by the acquisition by Montana FWP. We also understand the importance
of the area for wildlife /fisheries habitat as well as the maintenance of clean air and
water and for the maintenance of the unique character of the ecosystem.

Thank you for pursuing the acquisition for the state and public.

Seeley Lake Community Council

Submitted by Carol Evans, Secretary

22
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Rose, Sharon 2 g

From: Rose, Sharon

Sent: Tuesday, August 31, 2010 11:11 AM
To: WMA, Marshall

Subject: FW: comment on Marshall Block

B-12

From: Long, Mack

Sent: Tuesday, August 31, 2010 8:48 AM
To: Rose, Sharon

Cc: Thompson, Mike; Kolbe, Jay
Subject: comment on Marshall Block

Sharon,

Gordy Sanders just called me and said he tried 2 times to submit comments online and he kept getting an error
message. 50 he called to say that he and Pyramid Lumber strongly support FWP acquiring the lands. He said
FWP has been a good neighbor and supporter of the Seeley community. Pyramid has a history of supporting
stewardship projects and this project fits well with those objectives. Gordy’s phone number is 677-2201 x27
and he called today, August 31, 2010.

Mack Long

Regional Supervisor

MT Fish, Wildlife & Parks Region 2
3201 Spurgin Road

Missoula, MT 59804
mklong@mt.gov

PH: (406} 542-5500

FAX: (406) 542-5529
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Main Office

P.O Box 7186 Missoula, MT 59807 (406) 543-0054

30 August 2010

Mack Long, Regional Supervisor
FWP R-2

3201 Spurgin Road

Missoula, MT 59804

Re: Marshall Creek WMA
Dear Mack:

Montana Trout Unlimited enthusiastically supports FWP’s proposal to purchase more
than 24,000 acres of private land in the West Fork Clear River drainage from the Nature
Conservancy for use as a state wildlife management area. Montana TU represents 3,400
conservation-minded anglers, including hundreds, if not thousands, who use the Clearwater-
Blackfoot watershed annually.

The proposed acquisition, also referred to as the “Marshall Block,” is an extraordinarily
valuable piece of fish and wildlife habitat. it includes 25-miles of critical native fish bearing
streams, as well nearly 20 miles of important riparian corridor. The value of the property for
conservation of native bull trout and cutthroat trout, especially migratory forms, cannot be
understated. Adfluvial forms of both fish are becoming increasingly rare across their historical
ranges. This purchase represents a rare and incalculably important opportunity to conserve this
resource. We also are enthused by this proposal because of its value to some 37 species
identified by the State as Species of Special Concern, including the increasingly more
uncommon western pearlshell mussel, and dwindling amphibians such as northern leopard
frogs and western toads.

The value this tract holds for important terrestrial species, including grizzly bears,
Canada lynx, fisher, wolverines, as well as a healthy herd of elk and mule and white-tail deer,
only amplifies what a great opportunity this purchase is for the state. It's location between the
Mission and Swan Ranges also exemplifies its value as secure corridor habitat. Finalily, the
variety of recreational opportunities available there can now be secured in perpetuity, a
situation that might not occur should the land be conveyed to a private interest.

We endorse FWP’s interim proposal for management of the property, and urge FWP,
should it secure the tract, to evaluate closely the impacts of the road system on watershed
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function, water quality and fish movement. The existing 290-mile road system is fairly
extensive, and FWP should take the opportunity to decommission roads to increase wildlife
security and watershed values.

We greatly appreciate the opportunity to comment on this superb acquisition

opportunity, and look forward to it becoming part of Montana’s system of wildlife management
areas.

Sincerely,

Q_ﬁ RV ’( [NJL’S

Bruce Farling
Executive Director

cc. Big Blackfoot Chapter TU
West Slope Chapter TU
FWP commission
FWP director’s office



